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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Responsive to August 25, 2006. Claims 1, 4, 18, 29, 32, and 33 have been amended. Claims 1, 4, 
11, 12, 17-20, 29, 30 and 32-42 remain pending further examination. 

Response to Arguments 
1. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
• In the remarks, the Applicant argues in substance 

Argument A: Kim does not teach or suggest transmitting an electronic data file including 
a configuration change. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Kim teaches that a user can 
reconfigure a remote server by access an application at an Internet server. The internet server 
then forwards the reconfiguration information to the server manger. The server manager 
communicates the configuration information to the intended server, which runs a daemon. The 
daemon then updates the configuration of the server. (See column 5, line 54-column 6, line 65). 
Therefore Kim meets the scope of the claimed limitation. 

Argument B: Kim does not teach or suggest receiving, at the machine that generated the 

electronic file, a second electronic data file indicating whether or not the reconfiguration 

of the appliance was successful. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Kim teaches that the server confirms 
to the user that the requested modification has been performed (column 8, line 39-41). In the 
remarks the Applicant asserts that the user is a different party than the server manager. The 
Examiner agrees that the user is different from the server manager. The Applicant further 
asserts that the same machine that generates the claimed electronic data file does not receive a 
second electronic data file indicating whether or not the reconfiguration of the appliance was 
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successful. The Examiner disagrees with this assertion. Kim clearly teaches that the server 
manager sends the configuration information to the server (See column 8, line 9-14, column 6 f 
lines 23-51) and that a confirmation or error message is received by the server manager from 
the server (column 8, lines 44-46). Therefore, Kim meets the scope of the claimed limitation. 

Argument C: Neither Kim nor Smith teach that configuration information be entered using 
an application running on a machine and that the configuration is sent from the same 
machine to each of a group of appliances at substantially the same time to consistently 
configure the group of appliances. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Kim teaches that an interactive screen 
display/control panel is provided to the user from the internet server (column 6, lines 7-17, 
figure 3) to configure a single server or a plurality of server (column 8, lines 4-11). Kim further 
teaches that although the devices are shown to be widely separated geographically, the internet 
server, server manager and all devices may be directly connected (column 6, lines 57-65) 

Argument D: Neither Kim nor Smith teach or suggest reconfiguring the appliance based 

on the configuration, when the appliance is idle. 

In response, the Examiner asserts it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to configure a device when idle because doing so would provide for a safe way to 
configure the device. Reconfiguring parameters currently being used by the device would 
interfere with currently executing processes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1, 4, 32, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The terms " substantially" in independent claim 18 and claim 
32 is a relative term, which renders the claim indefinite. The term "substantially" is not defined 
by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, 
and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention. Claims 19, 20, and 38~39 depend on claim 18, therefore are rejected under the same 
rationale as parent claim 18. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action'. 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of 
this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 29, 30, 32, 33, 40, and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kim et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,868,444). 

5. As per claim 1, Kim et al teach a method comprising: 

generating, at a machine an electronic data file including a configuration change (column 

6. lines 7-23; internet server 30); 

transmitting the electronic data file including the configuration change to an appliance 
the electronic data file to cause the appliance to be reconfigured based on the configuration 
change (column 2, lines 45-55, column 6, lines 30-51, column 8, lines 9-11; server manager 32 
communicates configuration information to the intended server); and 
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receiving at the machine a second electronic file indicating whether or not the 
reconfiguration of the appliance was successful (column 8, lines 35-50). 

6. As per claim 29, Kim et al teach an article comprising: 

a storage medium, which stores instructions, the instructions, when executed, causing 
systems to: receive an electronic data file including a configuration change (column 2, lines 45- 
55, column 6, lines 30-51, column 8, lines 9-11; server manager 32 communicates configuration 
information to the intended server); and 

reconfiguring an appliance selected from the group consisting of a router and a server 
based on the configuration change included in the electronic data file, wherein said reconfiguring 
the appliance comprises modifying a program (column 6, lines 48-51; daemon reconfigures web 
server application). 

7. As per claim 30, Kim et al teach wherein the storage medium further comprises 
instructions that when executed cause the systems to: decrypt the electronic data file (column 1, 
lines 30-47). 

8. As per claim 32, Kim et al teach wherein said transmitting comprises transmitting to a 
plurality of appliances at substantially the same time to keep the plurality of appliances 
consistently configured. 

9. As per claim 33, Kim et al teach wherein said transmitting comprises transmitting to an 
appliance selected from a router and a server, and wherein said generating comprises generating 
an electronic file including a configuration change to reconfigure an application program. 

10. As per claim 40, Kim et al teach the instructions that when executed cause the systems 
to modify the application program further comprises instructions that when executed case the 
system to modify the operating system (column 4, lines 30-61, column 6, lines 30~51, column 8, 
lines 35-50). 
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11. As per claim 42, Kim et al teach the instructions when executed cause the system to 
reconfigure the appliance further comprise instructions that when executed cause the system to: 
reconfigure the appliance when the application is idle (abstract, column 2, lines 45-60, column 8, 
lines 35-49). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 4, 11, 12, 17, 18, 19, 20, 34-39 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kim et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,868,444) in view of Smith et al (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,785,015). 

14. As per claim 4, Kim et al teach encrypting the electronic data file prior to transmitting it 
to the appliance (column 1, lines 30~47). Kim et al fail to teach wherein the electronic data file is 
embedded in an email. However, Smith et al teach that email messages include commands and 
requests to reconfigure a network device (abstract, column 2, lines 40-50). It would have been 
obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Kim et al and Smith et 
al because the use of email messages in Kim et al would allow for the reconfiguring of devices 
behind firewalls since firewalls do not block email messages. 

15. As per claim 11, Kim et al teach a method comprising receiving an electronic data file 
including configuration information at an appliance and reconfiguring the appliance based on the 
configuration information (column 8, lines 35-49, column 6, lines 23~51, column 8, lines 4-15; 
server manager forwards configuration information to intended server; daemon running on 
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intended server updates configuration of web server application). Kim et al fail to teach wherein 
the electronic data file is an email. However, Smith et al teach that email messages include 
commands and requests to reconfigure a network device (abstract, column 2, lines 40-50). It 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Kim 
et al and Smith et al because the use of email messages in Kim et al would allow for the 
reconfiguring of devices behind firewalls since firewalls do not block email messages. It would 
have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to configure a device when idle 
because doing so would provide for a safe way to configure the device. Reconfiguring 
parameters currently being used by the device would interfere with currently executing 
processes. 

16. As per claim 12, Kim et al teach decrypting the email (column 1, lines 30~47). 

17. As per claim 17, Kim et al teach sending a confirmation email indicating that the 
appliance was reconfigured successfully (column 8, lines 35-50). 

18. As per claim 18, Kim et al teach a method comprising entering configuration information 
from the machine using an application running on a machine (column 6, lines 7-17, figure 3; an 
interactive screen display/control panel is provided to the user from the internet server); 

sending an electronic data file including configuration information for to each of a group 
of appliances at substantially the same time to consistently configure the group of appliance 
(abstract, column 2, lines 45-55, column 8, lines 4-11; can update configuration for a plurality of 
servers). Kim et al fail to teach wherein the electronic data file is an email. However, Smith et al 
teach that email messages include commands and requests to reconfigure a network device 
(abstract, column 2, lines 40-50). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the 
art to combine the teachings of Kim et al and Smith et al because the use of email messages in 
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Kim et al would allow for the reconfiguring of devices behind firewalls since firewalls do not 
block email messages. 

19. As per claim 19, Kim et al teach encrypting the configuration information in the email 
(column 1, lines 30-47). 

20. As per claim 20, Kim et al teach the group of appliances authenticating the email and 
reconfiguring the group of appliances based on the configuration information after authenticating 
(abstract,, column 2, lines 45-55). 

21. As per claim 34, Kim et al teach wherein said receiving the email at the appliance 
comprises receiving the email at an appliance selected from a router and server (Figure: 1). 

22. As per claim 35, Kim et al teach sending an electronic data file indicating whether or not 
the reconfiguration was successful (column 8, lines 35-50). 

23. As per claim 36, Kim et al teach said reconfiguring the appliance comprises modifying an 
application program (column 5, lines 35-51, column 8, lines 10 _ 50). 

24. As per claim 37, Kim et al teach said modifying the application program comprises 
modifying an operating system (column 4, lines 28-61, column 5, lines 20-column 6, lines 65). 

25. As per claim 38, Kim et al teach receiving an electronic data file indicating whether or 
not reconfiguration of an appliance of the group was successful (column 8, lines 35-50). 

26. As per claim 39, Kim et al teach entering the configuration information comprises 
entering configuration to modify an operating system of an appliance selected from a router and 
a server (column 6, lines 30 - 65, Figure 3). 

27. As per claim 41, Kim et al teach wherein the storage medium further comprises 
instructions that when executed cause the systems to: send an electronic file indicating whether 
or not reconfiguration of an appliance of the group was successful (column 8, lines 35~50). Kim 
et al fail to teach wherein the electronic data file is an email. However, Smith et al teach that 
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email messages include commands and requests to reconfigure a network device (abstract, 
column 2, lines 40-50). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Kim et al and Smith et al because the use of email messages in Kim et 
al would allow for the reconfiguring of devices behind firewalls since firewalls do not block email 
messages. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M~F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner' s 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ramsey Refai 



Examiner 
Art Unit 2152 
November 1, 2006 





